

UNITED STATl^jfepAiaTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Patent md Tiradleimiairk OlffiCG 

Address: COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS AND TRADEf^KS 
Washington, D.C. 20231 



APPLICATION NO. 


FILING DATE 


FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 


ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. 



09/369, 804 

r 



08/06/99 



TIMPERLEY 



2745/FBR 



QM12/01 18 



FRIEr>MAN SIEGELBAUM LLP . 
SEVEN BECKER FARM ROAD 
ROSELAND NJ 07068-1757 



EXAMINER 


MENDIRATTA. 


V 


ART UNIT 


PAPER NUMBER | 



3711 
DATE MAILED: 



01/13/01 



PBeas® Tmd below and/oir attacDned ao Olffoce commyinQGatoooii concemomig Mb appDicatoomi or 
proceedimig. 



Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 



PTO-90C (Rev. 2/95) 

'U.S. GPO: 2000473-000/44602 



l -FH© Copy 



Office Action Summary 



Application No. 
09/369,804 



Applical 
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Kouji Tanonake 



Examiner 
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S Responsive to connmunication(s) filed on Sep 2. 1999 ^ . 

□ This action is FINAL 

□ Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal nnatters, prosecution as to the merits is closed 
in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Qu^}^d35 CD. 11; 453 O.G. 213. 

A shortened statutory period for response to this action is set to expire 3_ month(s), or thirty days, whichever is 

longer, from the mailing date of this communication. Failure to respond within the period for response will cause the 
application to become abandoned. (35 U.S.C. § 133). Extensions of time may be obtained under the provisions of 
37CFR 1.136(a). 



Disposition of Claim 

S Claim{s) 1-49 



is/are pending in the applicat 



Of the above, claim(s) 
□ Claim(s) 



S Claim(s) 1-49 

□ Claim(s) 

□ Claims 



is/are withdrawn from consideration 

is/are allowed. 

is/are rejected. 

is/are objected to. 



are subject to restriction or election requirement. 



Application Papers 

S See the attached Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948. 

□ The drawing(s) filed on is/are objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The proposed drawing correction, filed on is □ approved Qjisapproved. 

□ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 ^ 

•^Acknowledgement is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d). 
^All C3ome* Elone of the CERTIFIED copies of the priority documents have been 
' □ received. 

□ received in Application No. (Series Code/Serial Number) • 

□ received in this national stage application from the'lnternational Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
*Certified copies not received: — 



□ Acknowledgement is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e). 



Attachment(s) 

S Notice of References Cited, PTO-892 

□ Information Disclosure Statement(s). PTO-1449, Paper No(s). 

□ Interview Summary, PTO-413 

S Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948 

□ Notice of Informal Patent Application, PTO-152 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and 
distinctly claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 16-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

In claim 16: "variably transparent" is unclear. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless ~ 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use 
or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the Uniteci States. 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made, 

5. Claims 1-12, and 16-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by or, in the 
ahemative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Inoue. 
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Inoue teaches a gaming console (Fig.l) having symbols, 1st images and 2nd images (Fig.2), one 
symbol visually seen through the other symbol (see abstract) for v^inning combination. The 
second set of symbols are fixed, static, have graphics in the windows. AH limitations are 
inherent within Inoue reference. Applicant's claims 6,8,1 1,23,25,28 are broadly limited to 
"indicate" messages which would have been obvious in view to the second images of Inoue. One 
of ordinary skill in art at the time the invention was made would have indicated messages 
through second images. 

6. Claims 13,29, and 32-47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Inoue in view of Bennett. 

Inoue teaches all limitations of these claims except that it does not teach a second image being 
triggered by the occurrence of a combination. Bennett teaches a similar game where an 
animated second image is triggered by the occurrence of a special combination (abstract). In 
order to make the game interesting, it would have been obvious to apply such commonly known 
practices as demonstrated by Bennett. One of ordinary skill in art at the time the invention was 
made would have utilized a triggering of a second image on occurrence of a special combination. 
Applicant's claims 41,43 and 46 are broadly limited to "indicate" messages which would have 
been obvious in view to the second images of Inoue. One of ordinary skill in art at the time the 
invention was made would have indicated messages through second images. 

7. Claims 14,15,30, 3 1 , 48 and 49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Inoue in view of Okada. 
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Inoue teaches all limitations of these claims except that it does not teach video simulation , card 
symbols for playing poker. Okada teaches video simulation for displaying cards game for all 
types of combinations of cards (col.5, lines 55-65). In order to electronically display cards, it 



combination of cards. One of ordinary skill in art at the time the invention was made would have 



8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Vishu Mendiratta whose telephone number is (703) 306-5695. If attempts 
to reach the examiner are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor Jeanette Chapman, can be 
reached on (703)308-13 10. The fax number of the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned is (703)305-3579. Any inquiry of general nature or relating to the status of 
the application or proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 
(703)308-1148. 
VKM 

January 12, 2001 



would have been obvious to use a video simulation which is applicable to displaying 



video simulation of combination of cards for electronic display. 




Benjamin H.Uyno 
Primarv Examiner 



